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REHEARSAL. 


1. The Union betwixt Church and State is Accidental, and Federal. 
2. The Powers of Charch and State Cannot Interfere, while Each keeps within its 


own Limits. 


3. The Cafe of the Charch and State giving CONTRART Commands, asto Cire 


cumfances Of Time, Place, &c. 


4. The Inflance given by the Rights at Edinbargh. 


g- The Pope and Presbyterians Agree inthe Encroachments of the Church upon the 


State. Two Sticks made one. 


6. The Cafe of the Interfering of Duties. 


4. Proves Both to be Duties. And Quite Overthrows what the Rights brings 


it for. 


8. How to know what belongs to the Eccleficfical, and what to the Civi! 


Power. 
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the Book of 
the Rights wou’d Prove that what is Fact Can- 
be Fatt, that is, That ther fhou’d be rwo Jn- 
dependent Powers in the fame Society. 


Country-man. OW, Mafter, you are to 
hear the Reafons by 
which 


(1.) Rebearfal. I might put him off by 
what I faid ia my laft, That Church and 
State are two Societies, of Different Foundation, 
and of Different Lams. Tho’ they may be 
United into One Society, inaCivil Refped, 
that is, when the State comes into the Church, 
and Profeffes the fame Religion. But this 
is Accidental, and Alters not the WNature or 
Tenure of either Church or State; who may 
Part again, as feveral times they have done, 
and Each ftand upon its own Bottom and 
Foundation, which therefore they cannot lofe 
by their Union. And this makes it Rather a 
Federal, than an Jcorporating Union, by which 
lat all Diftnft and- Independent Powers are 
for ever Abolifh’d and Extinguifh'd. 

But I will not Divert you from Giving 
the Mighty Reafons which are Offer’d in the 
Rights to Prove Fatt to be an. Jmpoffibility. 


(2-) Country-m. This is the Subje& of the 
fifi Chapter. And the firlt Reafon he gives, 
is, That thefe two Independent Powers may 
give CONTRARY Commands. Which then 

’ fhall we Obey ? ‘ , 

Rehearf. They cannot give CONTRARY 
Commands, more than a Divine, a Phyfician, 
and a Lawyer: They A& in Different Spheres, 
and Refpect Different things. To takecare 
of my Sexl, is not Inconfiftent with the 
Health of my Body; And to Preferve my 
Health, Hurts not my Fffate. Thus the 
Church takes care of Religsom, and the State 
of C:vit concerns, and thefe are not Contra- 


man for Murder, the Church, upon his Repen- 
tance, Abfolves him; yet this hinders not 
the Sentence of the Law to pafs upon him. 

here is no Interfering. Becaufe the Cen- 
joe of the Church do’s not Cramp the Sen- 
tence of the State, nor the Sentence of the 
State the Cenfure of the Church. 


(3. Country-m. But tho’ they are not 
Contrary to one another, in the Mature of 
the Thing, or as to their Different Powers ; 
yet they may Contradié one another, as to 
the Circumftances of Time, Place, &c. 
for Example, the Xing Commands me, upon 
his Service, to fuch a Place, and at fuch a 
Time. The Bifhop Requires my Attendance, 
on Account of Religion, at the fame Time, 
in another Place. 1 cannot Comply with 
Both, Which then fhall I Negla# ? This is 
the Cafe which the Rights puts at the Be- 
ginning of Chap. 1. And gives an IJnftayce, 
P- 34. ds st happen’d at Edinburg 1581. The 
Independent Kirk Commanding a Faft on the fame 
Day the King had Oblig’d the Cisizens to Treat 
the Ambaffadors of the French King at a Splen- 
did Dinner. 

Rebearf. The Church her felf, and Confe- 
quently every Afember of it, is oblig’d to Obey 
the Kimg in all Lawful things. Thus 
Chrift Himfelf did, aad Confequently We 
muft do. Therefore in the Ca/e you put, 
I muft Obey the King, and Attend at his 
Time and Place. But it isnot to be fuppos’d 
that any Bifhop, wou’d Command me from 
my Bounden Dwty and Service to the King. 
Or if he did, it wou’d be an Unlawful Com- 
mand, and ‘I wou’d be Oblig’d to Difobey ir. 
Or if it happen’d by Chance, the Bifsep (fup- 
pofe) not knowing what Command the Kine 
had given, the Bifhop woud Excuje me for 








not Attending at his Time and Place, and 


ry the one to the other. Norcan tkey ever | wou'd Ble me, if I had done otherwife. 


Interfere, while each keeps within its own | 
Limits, For Example, the State Condemns a | 


(4.) 






































































(4.5 But as to the Inftance hie gives of that | 


at Edinburgh, it was done Knowingly and 
oh Purpofe to <Affront the King; for they 
knew the Command the Kixg had given 
for Treating the Ambaffador, and the very 
Sunday before they Proelaim’d the fame Day 
a Fajt, in Pure Oppofition. Now ‘this had 
been a great Sin, if the? Church tad done 
it, to Difebey the Lawful Gommand of: the 
King, in an Affair that was of a Civil 
Nature, and properly belonging to his 
Office. And no Man had been oblig’d to 
Obey fuch an Unreafonable and Undutiful 
Command of the Church, and tending to 
Sedition, bat tather to have Reprov’d ii. 


(5.) But this*fhews the true Spirit of 
the Kirk, which »Hates ‘all Kings, and all 
Govermment, but in their own Hands. 
And in this they Join hands with Popery, 
which Entrenches upon the Civil Power ; 
And by that, Tempts the Civil Power to 
Encroach upon the Charch, not knowing 
how otherwife to Préferve it felf. And 
the Inference woud be Jult, for the Srate 
cou’d not be Preferv’d, if the Power of 
the Church were to be meafur'd by the 
Principles and Praftice of the Pope and the 
Presbyterians. Who, like Sampjon’s Foxes, 
draw two ways, but their Tails are Join’d 
with Fire-Brands; to fet both Church and 
State in a Fiame. And for this, not to 
Trouble you with Books, fee a Sheet of 
Paper lately Printed, cal’d, Two, Sticks made 
One: Or, The Devil upon’ Dun; where their 
Words and Books are Quoted, agreeing 
Exaétly in the Depofing Dottrine, and that 
by the Power of the Charch, as well as of 
the People. 

Country-m. Vil get one of thefe Sheers, 
and Hang it up in my Hai, as an Anti- 
dote againft both Popery and Fanaticifm. 

But [ think, AZsfter, you have Clear’d 
the Point, as to the Interfering of Duties, 
in Relation to the Charch and the Stare. 


_(6.) Rehearf, Ther are Multitudes of 
Cajes of Gonfcierce as to this Point of the 
Interfering of Duties, where we cannot per- 
form. one Duty, without Neglecting another ; 
And then which of them fhall take Place? 
' And by this Argument of the Rights, it 
woud follow, That ther cou’d be no 
Chriftian Duties at all? Nor Moral neither, 
for the fame Objettion lies as to them. 
Yet from Wence the Rights won’d Infer, 
that ic is Jmpoffible ther fhou’d be two Jn- 
dependent Powers. 


(7.) Country-ns. But he has another Ar- 
gument, That if ther were Two fuch Powers, 
the one might Encroach upon the Subjetts 
of the other, the Church By Excommmnicating 
the Subjects of the State; And, on the 
other hand, the State might hurt the 
Church, by Imprifoning, Baniffing, or putting 
to Death her Members, or even the Bifhops 
wiemlelves. 

Rebearf. This is no News.. This was the 
Cafe in all the Perfecutions, But will it 
therefor follow, That ther were not Two 


as if were, wage War with one another: 
One wou’d think it were a better 45, 
ment to Prove ther were Tivo fuch Pon, 
i even an invincible Demonfration of it 

et here it is brought as an Argument, Tha 
ther Cond not be Two fuch Powers. And if 
it Cond not be, i¢ never was, or ever Cap 
be. What then is the Rights difputing a 
bout? To Guard us againlt Zmpoffibitsrie:: 
Let him tell us then what is the meagins 
of the Contents of his firf? Chapter, That the, 
Cannot be two Independent Powers inthe Same 
Socity. If he-had faid, ther Ought nor to 
have been Two fuch Powers, he might haye 
given his Reafons. But to fay, ther Canny 
be, what he is Di/puting againft and Ci. 
plains of, as now in Being, and cannot D 
but that it ever was fo, isan Effort to Render 
him the Singuler Man of the ge! 

(8.) Conntry-m. This appeats more Afon; 
frrous than Obfervator himfelf! But pray. 
Mafter, hear out his Reasons. He puts a 
Difficulty, P. 34, 35+ What is Civil, and 
what 1s Ecclefiaftical? And asks who fhal} 
be Fudge? If the Church, they may make 
every thing belong to the Ecclefiaftical : 
And jf the State, to the Civil Power. F 

Rehearf. And they are Both in the Right, 

Country-m. You Startle me, Mafter. How 
can Both be Right? Then the Church may 
fay, this is an Ecclefiaftical Matter, and 
belongs to me: And the State may fay, 
no, it is a Civ:/ matter, and belongs to 
me. And can Both thefe be Right? 

Rehearf. You will fee, when you have 
Anfwer'd this Queftion. What can the Church 
do, fappofing the matter to be Ecclefieftical? 
And what can the State do, fuppofing it 
to be Civil ? 

Country-m: The Church may pafs her Cen. 
fures. 
nalties. 

Rehear{. And fo they may do in all Cafes, 
For Example, in Adultery, A4urder, &c- the 
Church may Cenfurc this as a Sin, and the 
State may Jnfisct Temporal Penalties for the 
fame. And the like as to Bla/phemy, Idolae 
try, Herefie, and what may more Properly 
be call'd Spiritual Crimes. Thefe two Pomers 
of Church and State are not Diftinguifi'd by 
the Things about which they are Conver/ant, 
or wherein they may Exercife their Power; 
But by the Powers themfelves; the One 
Extending to the other World, the otber to 
this only; The Ove Affecting the Soul, the 
‘other the Body only. But thefe Different 
Powers may be Exercis’d about the felf fame 
Things, and upon the fame Perfons, And 
ther are neither Things nor Perfons Exempt 
from Either of thefe Powers. 

Conntry-m. Now I fee the Ignorance of 


* 


And the State Infliét Temporal Pe. 


Malice of the Rights. He wou’d have fuch 


a fet of Things to be Spiritual, and not 
Temporal, and others to be Temporal, and 
to have nothing to do with Spiritual. And 
then fet the Church and State a Fighting ae 
bout thefe, with, who foal be Fudge ? 
ABVERTISEMENTS. 


Parallel between the Faith and Doétrine 
of the prefent Quakers, and that of the 





| 


Chief Hereticks in all Ages of the Church. 


fuch Independent Powers, when they did thus, | And alfoa Parallel between Qwakeri{m and Popery. 
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